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amigs, I am Prepared to debate the sub-
Ject now, or at any later time.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield? ) '

Mr, MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I point
out that, there was no intent or thought
to criticize in any way the distinguished
majority leader, for whom I have the
greatest regard and affection. I had lis-
tened to the remarks, and I merely felt
that as a Senator and as a member of the
Armed Services Committée I had a right
~ to express my feelings on what I thought
‘were the functions and the duties and
_ the purposes of this particular commit-

“tee in this particular fashion.

T could join most heartily in criticizing
some of the past policies and activitles of
both the military and Department of
State over the years. I'am completely in
accord with the distinguished majority
leader that a great deal has been left to
be desired. N

I think that, possibly, had their func-

tions been better carried out, we would
have far fewer probleins to face today.

"I am afraid that maybe my remarks

have been misrepresented to the majority
leader. I did not rise in contention. I
did not rise in criticism. I rose
only to say that in my understanding
the purpose and function of this par-
ticular committee was expressed very
well on page 1 of the report and that as
far as I was concerned I thought maybe
the matters of poliey and use and de-
ployment and what happens between the
Department of Defense, the executive,
and the Department of State might well
-be kept for another time or another place.
'T merely said that it seemed that our
function had to do with the procurement
of military equipment as set up by re-
. quest by the Department of Defense and
as carefully gone over by the committee
under the leadership of the distinguished
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. STENNIS),
I hope the Senator will understand
my remarks and the fact that they were
not in any way meant to be argumenta~
tive. I would not presume to do so un-
der any circumstances.

I merely said it wa§ my hope that the
limitations we want to be implied were
not only applied, but were also care-
fully spelled out and that the Senate
might very well carefully carry on in
the particularly difficult job we have be-
fore us. " i
; Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate what the distingtished Senator
from California had to say. I do not at all
find his remarks amigs, but I do wish to
point out that there is great difficulty
. in defining the lines where the authority
" and the responsibility of one committee

ends, and where that of another begins,

There is oveflap. =

+ It is almost impossible in this day and

age, for example, to differentiate in
. fome instancés the line of demarcation
. between foreign policy and defense. The
+ exatiple T used of the Spanish bases is
' ‘one {llustration, and the example of the
¢ trogps stationed abroad is another.
Vhen we station o ‘many troops and
< 'maintain so many bases abroad for so

Jong, we invariably cfeate préblems that
mpinge ofi the fleld of foreign policy.

I hope, as dées the Senator from Cali-
fornia, that it would be possible to bring
about a delinesiion between the two, be-
causé the military has persisted in its de-
sire to compets with the State Depart-
ment in man¥ places where it has no
primary respoisibility.

Let me make it clear that I am not
one of those wia fee! that it is good poli-
tics or good sense to denigrate the
“brass.” I have great respect and admi-
ration for the military, and the fact that
a man happens to wear an eagle or a
few stars on his shoulders does not dilute
that respect on=2 bit.

I am appalled at the intensity of the
attack on the military at times. I would
hope we would understand, above all
others, that those men who wear the
uniform are carvying out their duties
and their obligntions as they are ordered
to do and thet they are doing the best
they can in the light of the ability they

I thank the Senator for clearing up
the subject.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I thank
the distingnished majority leader. I am
pleased that T find my feelings are so
closely in accord with his.

One of the things that bothers me
from time to time is that confusion sets
in and we lose a direct objective in some
of our thoughts and discussions and de-
bates.

As I have said, I heartily agree with
the distinguished majority leader and
hope for the dzy when all of these troops
deployed arcund the world ocan be
broughi home-.

I would hope for the day that all of

the bases we have o maintain could be

finally closed.

I join with the Senator in deploring
some of the policies and mistakes of the
past that have made this situation neces-
SAry.

One of the reasons I became interested
in running for office was the fact that I
disagreed with so many of the policies
pursued over theé last 40 years.

T am pleased to join with the distin-
guished majGrity leader in his hope. But
I also make the point that, so far asIam
concerned, the perticular discussion—
the matter of the business before the
Senate—is the procurement, the testing,
and the development of military hard-
ware, not the policy, not the deployment,
not the use, not the matters that in my
opinion are rizhtfully in the field of dis-
cussion of foraign policy, for the execu-
tive, and for the Department of State.

I thank the distinguished Senator.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the Senator.
But the Senstor knows as well as I that
this bill eontains the proposal to deploy
the Safesuarc anti-ballistic-missile sys-
tem. T am siive‘that is what. the distin-
guished Sens:or has in mind basically,
as well as the remainder of the bill which
will be the pending business shortly. And

there are many guestions that will be,

raised about this or, for that matter, any
measure that authorizes the expenditure
of such a vast sum of money.

With respect to the ABM proposal
alonie, there is the question of the costs
which have z'ready skyrocketed from an
initial $6.4 billlen to approximately $10.3

Y
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or $10.4 billion. There is the question
of the reliability of the radar system
contemplated, and not only its reliabil-
ity, but also its vulnerability.

There is a question relative to the
reliability of the computer system; a
system as complex and complicated as
any ever devised according to the ex-
perts. And there is the question also that
if and when an ABM system is needed,
why are there not deployed enough
Spartans and Sprints instead of the
relatively scarce number contemplated
today?

A third factor does bring the question
squarely into the field of foreign policy.
That is the question of possible negotia-
tions between the Soviet Union and our
country seeking to bring about an arms
limitation or an armé agreement and
the effect of the deployment contem-
plated in this bill on those negotiations.

If such an agreement can be achieved,
it is thought by some of us at least, that
not only will a good deal of money be
saved and used in facing up to our do-
mestic difficulties—and they are many—
but perhaps an era of stability and peace
will begin to envelop the people of the
world at the same time.

When we get to-the subject of negotia-
tions, I think it should be made clear
that the President already has an-
nounced the appointment of six mem:.
bers to represent this country; and he
has indicated that they will start ne-
gotiations either the latter part of this
month or the first part of August. It
would be my hope that these negotia-
tions would get underway. They would
be carried on, I believe, under the aegis
of the Disarmament Agency, which I be-
Heve is an arm of the State Department.
Ty my opinion, it would be proper for
that effort to be undertaken; and be-
cause of that possibility and that hope,
there is a definite relationship, I think,
between the ABM and the field of for-
eign policy.

Mr. MURPHY. I agree with my dis-
tinguished colleague that there is a very
definite relationship. ,

Pirst, may I say that I had not in-
tended nor had I thought of the particu-
lar discussion of the ABM or any other
of the particular matters of procurement
individually. I was merely thinking in
terms of the functioning of this commit-
tee. It seems to me that there is a proper
place for the policy discussions, and I
would hope that they would take place.

But it also seems to me that the mat-
ter of this particular committee has to
do with the assessment of the requests
for procurement sent by the Department
of Defense, to go over them carefully,
in an attempt to protect, in every way we
can, the rights of the taxpayers, to make
certain that there are not unnecessary
purchases and unnecessary research and
development, and that the matters of
policy be left to another time.

T still have the hope that we might re-
solve some of this without too much di-
rection toward the policy, the use, the
deployment, and stay within the respon-
sibility of the committee. I grant that I
am a new member of the Committee on
Armed Services, and perhaps as time goes
on I will be inclined to get into other
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airport modernization, before the vice
president of engineering for all the air-
lines. I po.nted out to him, as the Sen-
ator from.Arizona has pointed out, that
O'Hare Airport i{s an anachronism. So
is Los"Angeles. My own field at Denver
is likewise. The only modern one we have
is Dulles, and we might as well use it
while we can.

Ido not know that T would want to go
along with the Senator’s suggestion that
we get rid of Washington National Alr-
port entirely, because I suspect there will
be much general aviation, at least, that
will want to use that airport. and will still
be using reciprocal engines for quite a
while.

But there may eventually be a shift
over, and we may have to get rid of it as
an alrport and use it for other purposes.

Mr. President, I yleld the floor.

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Presi-
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will call the roll.

The assistant legislative eclerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
yjection, 1t 18 so ordered.

—

THE COMMITTEE ON

—

i OVERLAP?ING OF FUNCTIONS BE-

TWEEN 1 _
ARMED SERVICES AND THE
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RE-
LATIONS

Mr. MUELPHY. Mr. President, T should
like at thiz point to remark on the col-
loquy that took place earlier in the day
with respect to the hearing in the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, In which it
was suggested that thers might be an
overlap between the function of the
Committee on Armed Services and that
of the Committee on Foreign Relations.

I should like to state that as far as I
am concerned, it is my understanding
and belief that the two committees have
compiletely distinct and different func-
tions, and I see no reason why there
should be sn overlap in the hearings on
the subject matter that is presently be-
fore the Senate.

I read from the first page of the re-
port of the Committeee on Armed Serv-
ices on the pending measure:

This bill would (1) authorize appropri-
ations during fiscal year 1870 for (&) major
procurement, (b) research, development, test,
and evaluation by the Department of De-
fense, and (c) for the construction of cer-
tain missile test facilities at Kwajalein: (2)
continue the authority for raerging military
assistance financing for South Vietnam, other
free world forces there, Laos, and Thailland,
with the furding of the Department of De-
fense; and (3) authorize the personnel
strengths for fiscal year 1870 for the Selected
Reserve of each of the Reserve components
of the Armecd Forces.

It is stated very clearly, it seems to me,
that this bill is for procurement, for the
purpose of supplying funds necessary, as
requested by the Department of Defense
and the Secretary of Defense, and as
recommended to this body by the Com-
mittee on Armed Services after very long

and careful hearings, excellently con-
ducted, may I say, by our distinguished
chalrman.

I think that there are entirely different
responsibilities, entirely different pur-
poses, and entlrely different arcas of in-
terest between the two committees, and
I respectiully submit that it is my great
hope and desire that my fellow Senators,
in their enthusiasm, will not permit a
confusion of purposes to occur in the
present debate.

The Committee o1n Armed Services has
a very definite purpose. We have consid-
ered the request, and we have come be-
fore the Senate with recommendations
for procurement, and procurement only.
The bill has nothing to do with policy:
it has nothing to do with Executive or-
ders for distribution, effective deploy-
ment, or the rest. Those are matters for
another committee.

I sincerely hope that, in pursuing the
present order of business, my fellow Sen-
ators will bear this distinction carefully
in mind.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The clerk
will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk proceed-
ed to call the roll,

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, I ask
uranimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is 50 ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I am
sorry that I was not present in the
Chamber when the distinguished Senator
from California made some remarks
about the colloquy which I had earlier
with the distinguished Senator from Ari-
zona. It is my understanding that the
Benator's remarks had to do with the
suthority, the responsibility, and the
areas of concern of the particular com-
mittees, and it is my further understand-
ing that the Senator from California
stated that the lines are pretty clear and
distinct.

It is my belief, Mr. President, that in
the period since the end of the Second
World War, and most especially since the
Korean conflict, there has been a very
close relatfonship in the administrations,
both Democratic and Republican, be-
tween the Defense and State Depart-
ments., I personally am unhappy at the
amount of authority which the Defense
Department has had, by and large, in the
foreign policy affairs of this Nation.
When I think of the fact that now there
are almost 2,700 American bases through-
out the world; when 1 think of the fact
that we have something on the order of
& mililon and three-quarters military
personnel, dependents, and indigenous
workers located on those bases; when I
think of the fact that they eccupy 4,000
square miles of land, that they are lo-
cated in 30 countries, and that they cost
this Government at least $4.8 billicn a
year to maintain, then I do think that
there is a question about infringement by
the Defense Department, or the military,
if you will, in the foreign policy of the
United States.

I was brought up to believe that the
forelgn policy of this country was con-
ducted by the Department of State, act-
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ing under the direction of the President.
Conditions have changed; I reglize that.
But I think that the military has had
too much to say in the promulgation of
foreign policy, and I blame that state of
affairs on the State Department under
previous administrations, and on the
Senate for allowing it to happen. The
illustration which was brought out dur-
ing the debate on the national commit-
ments resolution, covering the situation
in Spain, is a prime example. There the
Secretary of State, under a previous
Democratic administration, delegated to
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
the responsibility for carrying on nego-
tiations seeking to bring about an exten-
sion of leases on the bases which we
occupy, by grace of the Spanish Govern-
ment, and at & good price to Spain itself.

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, as
I recall, delegated that authority to an
Air Force geéncral, General Buwrchinal,
who was then stationed, I believe, at
Wiesbaden, in West Germany; and he,
carrying out his orders—and I find no
fault with either General Wheeler or
General Burchingl—entered into negoti-
ations with Spanish authorities.

As a result of those negotiations, and
only because an article appeared in the
U.8. press under the byline of a
Flora Lewis, did we know that certain
commitments were almost on the point
of being made, which would have in-
volved this country in the affairs of Spain
vis-a-vis i{s present or possible future re-
lations with certain African countries.

I would hope that this trend of a dual
military-State Department supervision
and control of our forelgn affairs would
be mitigated, at least, and done away
with if possible.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for 3 additional
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. T think that there is
in process under this administration such
a move, and if T am correct in my as-
sumption, I assure the President of the
United States that the Senator from
Montana wiil give him his full support.

I had thought that the colloguy which
I had with the distinguished Senator
from Arizona weas a frank and candid ex-
position on an important question which
he raised, a question which does con-
front the distinguished minority leader
and the majority leader from {ime to
time, when committee chairmen come to
us and tell us that another committee
has undertaken to hold hearings in an
area where the original committee feels
it has full responsibility.

Let me point out to the distinguished
Senator from California that there was
nothing personal in my remarks in an-
swer to the questions—and good ques-
tions they were—raised by the distin-
guished Senator from Arizona (Mr.
GoLpwATER). I thought we understood
the bounds within which we could con-
verse and the hounds of the question
involved.

1 was therefore surprised to note that
what I had said may have been taken
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transmifting

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Wlthout
objection, it is so ordered.

MESSAGE FROM THE 'HOUSE

+A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives by Mr. Bartleft, one of its
reading clérks, announced that the
House had passed a bil] (FH.R. 11249) to
amend the John F. Kennedy Center Act
to authorize additional funds for such
Center in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate.

HOUSE. BILL, REFERRED

The bill (H.R. 11249) to amend the
John F. Kennedy Center Act to author-
ize additional funds for such Center,
was read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on Public Works.

A S ————-

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ET

The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid be-
fore thé BSenate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:

REPDRT OoN Exponr 'CONTROL

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
, pursuant to law, the Eighty-
Beventh Quarterly Report on Export Con-
‘trpl for thé first quarter of 1969 (with an
-agedinpanying report); to the Cominittee on
Hanking and Currency
ProrosED AMENDMENT OF SoCIAL SECURITY

Acr WrrH REsPECT TO INDIVIDUALS IN

“MENTAL INSTI’I'UTIONS

A letter Irom the Secretamy, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to
amend the Social Secyrity "Act to limit Fed-
eral financfpl participation undér the public
asslstance and medicald Iaws with respect
% Indiyiduals in mental institutions {with
el accolripahying paper); to the Commlittee
on Finance,

REPORT oF COMPTROLLER GENERAL :

“A letter from the Comptroller General of
the Unifed States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on selected nspedts of payments
and charges to Job Corps members, Depa.rt-
ment of Defenge, Office of Economic Oppor-
tunity, dated June 30, 1969 (with an accom-
panying report); 10 the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations
TRANSPORTATION AND TRAVEL ExpENSES Fop

TEACHERS OF . BUBEAU oE INDI.AN AFFAIRS

"BCHOOLS

A letter from the Acting Secrebary of the
Interior, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
. islation to amend Section 3723(b) of Title 5,
_United States Code, relating to length of

- sgrvice required by teachers in Bureau of In-

" dlan Affairs schools when gmyel and trans-
porf»atlon expenses are pald to the first post
of duty (with an a,ooompanying per); to

:the Commiltee on Interfof and Insular Af- .

fairs,
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT IN JUDICIAL MACHIN-
- ERY. ¥ CUsTOoMS. CounTs

A letter from the Attorn.ey Cteneral, trans-
mitting 4 draft of proposed legislation to im-
. prove the ~judicial machinery in customs
¢bufts by a.memimg the statutory provisions
LT atmg to judiclal actions and administrative
pro gs in ¢ustoms matters, and for other

Pﬁi}itiong, etc ) were 1a.1d before the
nate, or presented and referred as
:lndmated

_vehicles owned
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By the PRESIDENT pro tempore:

A petitionof tha Rochester Police Locust
Club, Inc,, of Roghegier, N.Y., praying for a
redress of grievances; to the "Committee on
the Judiciary.

bt O ————
REPORTS CF A COMMITTEE

The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. BIBLE, S:om the Committee on In-
terior and Insuler Affairs, with an amend-
ment:

S.1686, A Diil relating to age limits in
connection with appointments to thie United
Btates Park Police (Rept. No. 91-205).

By Mr. JACKSBQHN, from the Committee on
Interior and Insgular Affairs, with amend-
ments:

S, 1075. A bill o puthorize the Secretary
of the Interior i» conduct investigations,
studies, surveys, end research relating to the
Nation’s ecologled: systems, natural resources,
and environmenfsd quglity, and to establish
@& Council on Environmental Quality (Rept
No. 91-296).

[ S —

PILLS IN'I‘RODUCED

Bills were lnnoduced read the first
time and, by pagnimous consent, the
second time, ang refeued as follows:

By Mr. DOMINIOK"

8. 2570. A bill ¢ provide for the termina~
tion within eighicen months of the use of
Washington Naticnal Airport by jet aircraft,
and to develop a piap for high speed surface
transportaiion counecting the city of Wash-
ington'with Dull¢, International Airport and
Friendship Irtemaﬁonai Afrport; to the
Commlttes on Cgmmerce.

(The remarks of Mr. DomINICK when he
introduced the hill appear earlier in the
Rrecorp under the appropriate heading.)

By Mr. FANNIN:

B.2571. A bill to provide for mnational
cemeteries in the State of Arizona; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

(The remarks ¢f Mr. Fannix when he in-
troduced the bill appear later in the REcorp
under the appropriate heading.)

By Mr. CANNON {for himself and Mr.
BisLE) :

S.2572. A bill w autnorlze the Secretary
of the Interior to engage in a feasibility study
of the Amargosa Préject, Nevada and Cali-
fornia; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

(The remarks of Mr. CaNNON when he in-
troduced the bill appear later in the RECORD

. under the appropriate heading.)

By Mr. BIBLE:

8. 2573, A bill to puthorize the Secretary

of the Interior 1:4) engage in feasibility im-
vestigations of ceruain water resource devel-

_opments; to the Committee on Interlor and
‘Insular Affairs.

(The remarks é»L Mr BisLE when he intro-
duced the bill appesr_ later in the RECORD

.under the appropriate heading.)

By Mr. 8TEVENS:
8. 2674. A Dbill to amend secllon 2634 of
title 10, United £iales Code, relating to the
shipment at (tovernment expense of motor
¥y pembers of the Armed
Torces; to the )mmiftee on Armed Serv-
lces.
S. 2675. A hill for the relie? of Apolino
Taga,rma Delminc and
8, 2576, A bi}i for the relief of Flora
La,n,djcho to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.
(The remarks ¢f Mr, STevENs when he in-
troduced the firgt above bill appear later

- ;An the RECORD ujler the appropriate head-

ing.)
By Mr. PRO:IMIRE:
8. 2677. A bill to provide additional mort-

gage credit and for other purposes; to the

Com.mil.tee on Bﬁnk;ng and Currency.

-

(‘The remarks of Mr., ProxMmr when he
introduced the bill appear later in the Rec-
orp under the appropriate heading.)

8. 2571—INTRODUCTION OF A BILL

PROVIDING FOR NATIONAL CEM-
ETERIES IN THE GSTATE OF
ARIZONA

Mr. PANNIN. Mr. President, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference, a bill to
provide for national cemeteries in the
State of Arizona. It is my understanding
that 38 States in the United States now
have national cemeteries. Arizona today
has & higher percentage of its total pop-
ulation who are veterans of various de-
clared wars and conflicts than any other
State in the Union. No doubt this ratio
will econtinue through the years ahead
due to the fact that many disabled vet-
erans do migrate to Arizona for health
reasons. Since Arizona is now the second
most rapidly growing State in the Union
and since the population of the State is
éstimated to double by 1985, it would
be most appropriate to have a national
cemetery in the State of Arizona.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
gent that Arlzona Senate Memorial No.
8, urging the establishment of a national

cemetery in Arizona, be printed in the
REcoORD at this ponit.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred; and, without objection, the me-
,mona,l will’ be printed in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 2571) to provide for na-
tional cemeteries in the State of Arizona,
introduced by Mr. FanNIN, was received,
read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs. .

The memorial presented by Mr. FAN-
NIN is as follows:

‘BENATE MEMORIAL 3
A memorial urging the establishment of a
national cemetery In Arizona

To the Congress of the United States:

Your memorialist respectfully represents:

The State of Arizona does not have a Na-
tional Cemtery within its boundaries. The
influx of veterans into the State of Arizona
is due to the fact that for many years there
have been many military installations lo-
cated In the State, Moreover, thousands of
veteranhs have moved to Arizona to take ad-
vantage of the dry, healthful climate.

A deceased veteran, who has expressed a
desire to be buried in a National Cemtery,
‘has to be transported to a distant point in
another State for burial.

‘Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arlzona prays:

1. That the Congress provide for the estab-
lishment of a National Cemetery in the State
of Arizona.

2. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arimona transmit a copy of this Memorial
H6 the President of the United States Senate,

“tthe Speaker of the United States House of

Representatives, and to each member of the
Arizona Congressional delegation,

8. 2572—INTRODUCTION OF A BILL
TO AUTHORIZE THE SECRETARY
OF THE INTERIOR TO ENGAGE IN

A FEASIBILITY STUDY OF THE
AMARGOSA .PROJECT, NEVADA
'AND CALIFORNIA

Mr, CANNON. Mr, President, T am in-
troducing, on beha,lf of,Sena,tor BieLE,
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fields, ITowever, at the moment, as I have
sald, it would seem that the purpose of
the coramittee, as stated so clearly, is as
I undertood it; and I would hope that
the dis:ussion of policy could and would
take place, in which I would be more
than happy to join with my distinguished
colleag ie, because there are many areas
in which I have had differences of opin-
ion over the years.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I appreciate the dis-
tinguished Senator’s remarks.

CANADA’S NATIONAL DAY

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, on
July 1, our neighbor to the north,
Canads., observed its National Day.

Therz i a very close relationship be-
tween the State of Montana and the
Province of Alberta especially, but also
with the Provinces of British Columbia
on tthe west and Saskatchewan on the
east.

It has been my privilege, together with
the distinguished senior Senator from
Vermont (Mr. A1kgn?, the ranking Re-
publican in this body, to represeni the
Senate in 11 interparliamentary meetings
gond\:icbed in both the United States and

anade.,

We feel that we have an ynusually
close relationship with Canada, and we
are delighted that this nation of 21 mil-
Hon persons, with a gross national prod-
uct of $67 billlon, is progressing as well
as it Is, and that its future is so bright.

Canada is now a country of 10 Prov-
inces and two territories, stretching from
the Atlantic to the Pacific and northward
to the Arctic.

I shculd Hke to rend to the Senate a
statement made by the Honorable Camp-
beli Mcodie, Consul (General of Canada,
who is stationed at Seattle, in whose area
of responsibility Montana is incorporat-
ed—at least, in that general consular
area—in which he recently wrote to the
Great Falls, Mont., Tribune that in addi-
tion to being the United States closest
nelghbors and allies, Canadians are the
people-—

Who sccupy a good portion of your en-
vironment on this continent.

Who are hosts to about a third of your
direct forelgn investmert in the whole world.

Who account for betier than a quarter of
your total international trade (far more
than any other country snd much more than
most of the usual groups of countries; in
fact, your trade with us is as great as the
combined total of your trade with Japan,
Britain, Germany and France together).

Who share similar ways of living and com-
mon {deals.

Then the Consul General, quoting
one of the outstanding “new generation”
statesmen, I belleve, in the field of world
diplomucy, the distinguished Prime Min-
ister of Canada, Pleire Eiliot Trudeauy,
who recently pointed out that as much as
the two nations are allke, as much as
they heave in common both with one an-
other and toward other nations, Canada
and the United States are different. The
Prime Minister said:

And each of us is kealthier as a result
of that difference,

In the words of the Great Falls
Tribune;

S
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The Untted States 15 really fortunate to
have such a good neighbor and ally as Can-
ada has been.

V8. friendship with Canada must be
cemented in every possible way—by mutual
respect, understanding and cooperation.

Canada, a great nation already sithough in
it early development stages, has a tremen-
dous future.

I look forward to continued coopera-
tion bhetween this country and Canada,
under the leadership of President Rich-
ard Nixon and Prime Minister Pierre
Elliot Trudeau. They both heve d4iffi-
cult jobs. I wish them both success, be-
cause, If they both succeed, it will be all
to the best for both our countrles.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the editorial to which I have re-
ferred, entitled “Our Neighbor’s Holi-
day—Canada’s National Day,” published
in the Great Falls Tribune, Great Falis,
Moiit., on July 5, 1968, be printed at this
point in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

OUR NEIGHBOR'S BOLIDAY . CaNapa's NATIONAL
Darx

‘While celebrating our nationsal holiday, the

Fourth of July observance of Independence
Day, not many citizens of the United States
acknowisdge the national holiday of Canada,
our closest neighbor and best friend.
- Canads observed {ts National Day on July
1, 102 years after it was born by the unifica-
tion of four provinces and the at{ainment
of independence.

Canada now 16 a country of 10 provinces
and two territories stretching from the At-
lantic to the Pacific and northward into the
Arctlc.

From its earliest settlement in 1603, Canada
has developed into a nation of more than 21
million persons with s gross national product
of more than $87 billion.

Campbell Moodie. Consu! Genera! of Can-
ada who is stationed at Seattle, recently
wrote to The Tribune that in addition to
being the United States’ ciosest neighbors
and allies, Canadians are the people:

“Who occupy a good portion of your en-
vironment on this continent,

‘Who are hosts to about a third of your
direct forelgn investment in the whole world.

“Who sccount for better than a guarter
of your total international trade (far more
than any other country and much more than
moet of the usual groups of countries; in
fact, your trade with us is as great as the
combined total of your trade with Japen,
Britaln, Germany and Prance together).

“Who share similar ways of living and
common ideals.”

Consul General Moodie gquoted Canadian
Prime Minister Trudeau who recently pointed
out that as much as the two nations are
allke, as much as they have in common—
both with one another and towards other
nations—we are different,

“And each of us is healthier as 2 resuit of
that difference,”” Prime Minister Trudeau
satd.

The United States I8 really fortunate to
have such a good neighbor and ally as Canada
has been,

US. friendship with Caneda must be
cemented In every posslble way—by mutual
respect, understanding and cooperation.

Canada, & great nation siready although in
{ts early development stages, has a tremen-
dous future.

NEW APPROACH TO SCHOOL DE-
SEGREGATION GUIDELINES

Mr. HARRIS, Mr, President, the kind-
est critique of vt.he Nixon administra-

S7725

tion's wobbly new approach to school de-
segregation guidelines would be to call
it “indecisive.” .

United Press International, after hav-
ing a day to mull over the administra-
tion's stand, stated:

The Nixon Administration has scrapped
the September desegregation deadline from
some Southern schools in a policy state-
ment that scemed dellberately calculated to
confuse liberals and Boutherners alike iInto
belleving each had won:

The announcement of the administra-
tion’s position was apparently timed for
a hoped-for burial on the July 4 holiday
weekend, but nevertheless drew the
sharp reactions it deserved.

What, exactly, is the administration’s
position on the guidelines? As defined by
the Baltimore Sun, it is abandonment of
*“full across-the-board school desegrega-
tion this fall” while “declaring full com-
mitment to the principle of school inte-
gation in the North as well as the South.”
“As could be expected,” the New York
Times said, “it had something for every-

The National Education Association,
composed of a million teachers and
school administrators, voted at its Phil-
adelphia convention to “insist” that the
Nixon administration restore the Sep-
tember 1969, deadline for desegregation
by all southern school districts. I ap-
plaud them for this firm and forthright
action.

The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, meantime, issued a policy
statement maintaining that the guide-
lines adopted in March, 1968, “are still
in effect.” The HEW statement—issued
4 hours after the basic policy statement
which had been put out jointly by HEW
Secretary Robert Finch and Attorney
General John Mitchell—was described
by the Baltimore Sun as ‘“a bizarre foot-

note to the day’s events.”
The New York Times commented:
When Robert H. Pinch . . . failed in the

matter of the Enowles appointment, he took
comfort in the thought that 'Sometimes
when you lose one battle you are strength-
ened for another.”

From the administration’s long-awalted
policy statement on school desegregation it
appears that the Secretary has strengthened
himseif further by losing again. a process
that may do him good but is rough on the
causes he favors.

Once more, the administration see-
sawed back the other way and seemingly
tried to patch things up with the other
side by issuing some orders and filing
some court actions. But the basic ques-
tlons still remain,

Mr. President, when the people elect
& President of the United States, they
have a right to expect him to lead. At
the very least they are entitled to know
where he stands on such a fundamental
moral issue as desegregation of schools.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further moring business?

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest the absence of
& quorum. !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will call the roll.

The bill clerk proeceeded to call the
roll.

Mr, KENNEDY, Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent{ that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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SENATE APPROVES
DEFBISE HEASURE

TA the past, the Senate com- "
“rittee seldom questioned thej’
: ! ““judgment of the Pentagon &nd|-
-&enate Armed Service Commit, / $he Defense Department never
e, have made a Jong -térm im?%‘ “#anlly worried over whether its

- K-Aif arl That is expected to changé! gacommendations would be at-
Completes $20-Billion Bill Eﬁrobably c%rninish the lor%g’i : iépted by Congress. Now the
After 8-Week Debate ’ mipance of the military es-! - fommittee has been forced int0| .
ment in C'rjh’gfés?';; T ““¥he pos'i'cionf O% q%estitoning trf;g
S btons Challene : ; nt of the Pentagon 2
Special to The New York Times :_ﬁptlogs:; ghajlen;’*:’ed j T;uhgin’ljisiifying its Congclusﬁons
WASHINGTON, Sept. 18— . critics, it is gemerally ° " Tfg the Senate. - -
After eight wecks of debate, g?% wﬁl;mft)l:‘e S&“;S;};’é.‘;’g . Even before he debate}})eg.’%n A
1. . H iR e il d 107 iti aviig
the Senate compleu_e(_i action ;,;rgg%ggic assumptions of the g;lgr 7,i ];k;eacctrltgr? “gle;ée By
this evening on a military au- defense budget that have long Services Committee. In report-
thorization bill that may mark gofi€ unquestioned in Congress. “ing out the bill, the commilttee
a postwar turning point in thel ’I‘fﬂy have questioned, for ex- cut $2-billion, mostly in re-
relationship between the Pen- -~gpgle, the need for a 15-carrier ssarch and development, from
tagon and Congress and in the =flegt, the desirability or prac- the recommendations of the
nation's strategic plans and for- -ticghility of maintaining nuclear Nixon Administration. In con-
eign commitments ~#sypgriority” over the Soviet trast, the committee last year|
t nani ~Unigp, the extent of the na added $500-million to_ the_ re-

On a note of unanimity, sel- e .
) ote y. A€ _éﬁ%%f@ﬂ n commitments, and _ gearch budget’ and then beat

doni FFhe cqurse of the) hether the very size of thé b ternpts by the still dis-
debate, the Senate approved, ~military establishment leads to graggn?ztedmgriticg to eliminate
the bill, 81 to 5. The meagure unwanted commitments. the increase.

authorized $20-billion in weap- -——Perticularly in the missile de- Furthermore, the critics are
ons and research for the mili-, ~ fense fight, the critics learned claiming at least some credit
tary services. +$hat the weapons and strategic’ for the fact that Defense Secre-

_Ostensibly, little was changed issues were not so technical tary Melvin R. Laird, sensing

vy the hundreds of thousands
e¥ words and the 38 days of
debate on what, in years past,
$as been a routine, nonconti 3
* yérsial bill, For all their aménd-1
rents and talk, the critics 6f
- the military succeeded in cut-
ing from the bill only $71-
fllion, and that mostly for
gocial research™ by the Pen-

on

urthermore, the  critics
led in their attempts to block
feployment of the Safegiard
dissile defense system, to stop
frther procurement of the Air
Force’s C-3 transport plane, 10
Pdstpone construction of a new
Hiiclear-powered aircraft carrier
g#d to slow the development
¥ a new manned strategic
mber.
A Steady Retreat

The high point in the assault
{ the military budget came
‘early August when the critics
ailed by one vote to block de-
sfoyment of the $12-billion
‘gfeguard system.

ince then the bipartisan
oup of critics has been ‘in
dy retreat, losing challenges
/ other major weapons pro-;
%fams by ever larger margins.
heir final defeat came today:
n the Senate rejected, 63
f 23, an amendment by Sena-
. for Vance Hartke, Democrat
"f Indiana, to limit procure-

i L
v Feart T,

fient of the F-14 fighter-bomber
pending a study of the cost and

need for the Navy’s neﬁp’p’f‘qved For Release 2003/02/27 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000100170050-4

rier plane.
. i

---that they were best left to the
*experts’” in the Pentagon and
~the Armed Services Commitiee.
~#&nd out of that fight came a:
gtill loosely knit group of some!
80 to 40 Senators and thei
- gides that is prepared fo con-
tinue raising issues.
In the view of many Sen-
ators, perhaps the most impor-
. 4apf, yet admittedly subtle.
change is that the burden of
proof in debating military pro-
grams has been shifted to the
. Armed Services Committee and
indirectly, to the Pentagon. |

the changing sentiment ofl Cap-
“jtol Hill, has decided to cut
$3-hillion from the $79-billion
gdefense budget.
The very %ength of the debate
fHlustrates the changing T&
lationship between the Congres.

sional «military establishment .

and the Senate asa whole.

In the past, the Armet
8ervice Committee would bring
the bill to the Senate floor ot
e Thursday, sometimes without
even a printed report, with the
expectation that it would be

sgsed that evening or Friday
Ey the latest. This year, Sena-
tar John C. Stennis, Democra!
of Mississippi, serving his firsi

- —-term as chairman of the com

mittee, has been forced tc
stand on the floor for 38 days
sometimes ‘impatiently  bw
always courteously, defending
the bill against attack fron
both sides of the aisle.

!




By the Associaled Press
airman John C. Stennis of
Senate Armed Services Com-
Frfittee has created a special sub-
ledmmittee to monitor upcoming
U8, disarmament negotiations

“with Russia.

4 A similar Senate move earlier
yroduced a dispute between the
on administration and Con-

S.
Stennis yesterday appointed
‘Ben, Henry M. Jackson,
ﬁWash to serve as chairman
of the spec1a1 Armed Services
sibcommittee.
" Btennis said it is essential that
" committee “follow the prog-
YEss of the negotiations as close-
s possible” so that if there is
arms-control agreement, it
LeAN assess the impaet on U.S..
ilitary posture and the balance
rategic power.
y arms-control treaty would

H
£
£

rmﬂ" . '_H*m. Lo
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L.n

e sub]ect to Senatc ratmcatmn

Stennis” announcement ap-
peared to signal that he wants a
share of committec jurisdiction
over any such decision. A {reaty
up for Senate approval normally
would be sent te the Foreign
Relations Committee.

The Jacksor subcomrittee
members include Stennis him-
self, and Sens. Harry F. Byrd
Jr., D-Va., Danie]l K. Inouye,
D-Hawaii, Margsaret Chase
Smith, R-Maine, John G. Towar,
R-Tex., and Edward W. Brooke,
R-Mass.

After a round of secret prelim-
inary talks in Helsinki, Finland,
the United States and {he Soviet
Union have agreedi to begin
full-scale negotiations in Vienna
on April 16, and to continue
them later in Helginti.

The Senate Foreizn Relations

o i
e
&

i‘

"':n,‘
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|disarmament experts before the
American delegation werit to
Helsinki.

liminary talks began on Nov. 17
Henry A. Kissinger, presidentizl
adviser on national security af-
fairs, briefed Foreign Relatmns
committeemen of both ‘Senate
and House. The session w 56
cret.

Sen. Albert Gore, f
chairman of the Senate dxgann
ment subcommittee, had, sougﬁ‘?
an advance brlefmg from, offk
cials of the Arms Control an
Disarmament Agency, bn
appearance was canceled op ad
ministration instructions,

Gore at the time called thal
mystifying and disturbing.
That controversy ebbed wher
President Nixon promised tc

Committee sought }ut wus de-

med an ; advance bv U.s.
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keep Congress informed on the
disarmament {alks.
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#heotmimitiee. It fre-
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kfiators who fought Stennis

rfesstul  attempis to Kill]
#rh military programs as the|
ABM see his reorganization as
guidence that they won more
#5960 than fhe valing]
showed. '

But defenders of .Stennis
% Fis Armed Services Com-|
mittee argue that the only real

“bufget authorizdtiops CHif]
ye&r were made by the com-
mittee, nol by dovish senators.
el argumen:s  aside,
what the staff changes mean
617 Riext “year i§ harder chal-
Tenpes to the military and

" 8l R. Shaw “2nd Robert]
M Weal will be replaced as
“professional staff members by
“eivillan ~ budget speciajists.
‘gkaw " is a retired brigadier
“general in the Marine Corps
“and Neal a resorve Navy feu-
tepant commander

“* |y ~June “the thi~d military

staffer of the committee. Ever-

leave, An Air Force colenel,
" he is due lo retire from the
gervice at that time. If he is
replaced, commifice sources
said yesterday, it will be bya
éyilian budget specialist.

Mghly Regarded =
=#phe- departures of Shaw,

R ittee of mititary wmen.
were highly regarded on
Capitol Hill for their agility to
ot ‘through the Jargon of
WBeir cohorts and demand the
edd- information.
~olitgart P. French, a reserye
iz Toree lieutenant colpn€l,
on the &ubiomndittee
is year Whefi 'he wemnt
ertagon’s office of In-
nal Security Affairs. -

d the com -

pufting chreer military
fn stdff ° positions,

g they cauld not be €xs

“F

dget off
redoarth vebently ‘Has
dded 16 the Arrfed

e floor this year in un-|

mittee Prafc-

" kave been combined under

“

- ine.”

- ittee. For practical purposes,

f»—_—&ha%;plit Jbetween the military

o fjﬂling Thunder

‘ ‘yEars also was instrumental in
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While the total number of
#aff professionals remains at
“FL"the mix is decidedly differ-
s Stennis gears up his
eornmittee for closer examina-
‘$on of Pentagon research and
procurement requests. !

Beiduced Dependence =
THhis year, Stennis "f'féfi
quently had to go to the Pen-
4agon for ammunition o
ng back at senators trying
6 kill military programs. The
sBdition of budget specialists,
His staff hopes, will make him
less dependent on defense of-)
"~ Btennis allowed the prepar-
®hpess Investigating Subcom-
Hiftee to go dormant when he

k over the chairmanship of
e Senate Armed Services)

thittee from Sen. Righard)
8. Russell (D-Ga.) this year.
. Btennis, who took over the
preparedness  subcommittee
from Sen. Lyndon B. Johnson
i 1961, kept the chairmanship
#f both it and the parent com-

#he staffs of the two units

8tennis and will continue to
‘work that way. ’
« *The preparedness subcom-

mittee under Stennis revealed

former Defense Secretary
bert 8. McNamara on the
e boinbing
Ipaign against North Viet-

- qNamara lost that argu-

mfmt, with President Johnson
[foving many of the bomb.

argets his defense secre.

pposed. .

e subcommittee in recent

ngng_ Pentagon civilians
letting the Navy develop
posedly “quiet” submar-




